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MYZUSFESTUCAETHEOBALD,1917 (INSECT A,
APHIDOIDEA): PROPOSEDCONSERVATIONUNDERTHE

PLENARYPOWERS.Z.N.(S)2389

By H. L. G. Stroyan {Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries & Food,

Harpenden Laboratory, Harpenden, Herts.)

F. V. Theobald (1916, Entomologist, vol. 49, pp. 49-50) de-

scribed a new aphid species Macrosiphum myrmecophilum from one
adult and two immature specimens taken in an ant nest in Somerset.

He also ascribed an earlier specimen from an ant nest in Ireland to this

species, but it was too damaged to be used for the description.

2. The same author (1917, ibid., vol. 50, pp. 80-81) described

a new aphid species Myzus festucae from Festuca rubra in Kent. A
number of type and topotype slides remain in Theobald's collection now
housed in the British Museum (Natural History).

3. The same author (1926, The Plant Lice or Aphididae of Great

Britain, vol. 1, pp. 335-336 and 352-354) repeated his accounts of the

above two species, both of which he now placed in the genus Myzus
Passerini. He added some further locality records for M. festucae but not

for M. myrmecophilum.
4. D. Hille Ris Lambers (1933, Stylops, vol. 2, p. 175) considered

that both Myzus festucae and M. myrmecophilum were synonyms of

Metopolophium dirhodum (Walker, 1 848).

5. The same author later (1947, Temminckia, vol. 7, pp. 282,

287-290) maintained the synonymy of myrmecophilum with dirhodum,

but now treated festucae as a distinct species of Metopolophium
Mordvilko.

6. Since 1947 the name Metopolophium festucae (Theobald) has

become well established in the literature both of aphid taxonomy and
applied entomology, as the name of an aphid species causing damage
to grass and cereal crops in Europe. A list of published references follows
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7. During the same period the name myrmecophilum Theobald
has not been used as the valid name of an aphid taxon, except for a

listing in reference (17) above unsupported by any details of its status;

and no further material has been recorded from any locality since the

original find in 1915.

8. Re-examination of the holotype oi Macrosiphum myrmeco-
philum Theobald has led to the conclusion that it is the same species

as Myzus festucae Theobald, which by the application of the Law of

Priority becomes its junior subjective synonym. The evidence for this

new synonymy is presented in a separate paper (Stroyan, H. L. G.,

Revisionary notes on the genus Metopolophium Mordvilko, 1914, with

keys to European species and descriptions of two new taxa. Zool. J.

Linn. Soc. London, vol. 75, pp. 91-140).

9. In view of the wide use in literature of the name Metopolo-

phium festucae (Theobald) for an aphid of considerable importance as

a crop pest, and of the failure of any author after Theobald to recog-

nise Macrosiphum myrmecophilum Theobald, based on a unique adult

specimen (the earlier damaged specimen has not type status and is

apparently of a different species), as its senior synonym over a period

of more than 60 years, I believe that the interests of stability in

nomenclature would be best served by the conservation of the name
festucae by exercise of the plenary powers.

10. Since both specific epithets are attributable to Theobald, no
ethical question seems to arise from the preference of either name to the

other.
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1 1. I therefore ask the International Commission on Zoological
Nomenclature:

^&'^a'

(1) to use its plenary powers to rule that the specific name
festucae Theobald, 1917, as published in the binomen
Myzus Jestucae. is to be given precedence over the specific
name myrmecophilum Theobald, 1916, as published in the
binomen Macrosiphum myrmecophilum, whenever the two
names are held to be synonyms;

(2) to place the specific namQ festucae Theobald, 1917 as
published in the binomen Myzus festucae. on the Official
List of Specific Names in Zoology with an endorsement
that It is to be given precedence over the specific name
myrmecophilum Theobald, 1916, as published in the bino-
men Macrosiphum myrmecophilum. whenever the two
names are held to be synonyms; and

(3) to place the specific name myrmecophilum Theobald, 1916
as published in the binomen Macrosiphum mvrmecophilurn
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with an
endorsement that it is not to be given priority over the
specific namt festucae Theobald, 1917, as published in the
binomen Myzus festucae. whenever the two names are held
to be synonyms.


